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controlled mines are the perfect currency to 
discreetly buy arms, bribe officials and keep 
soldiers fed and fighting. Stones smaller 
than a fingernail can be easily hidden and 
sold for thousands of dollars with no ques-
tion asked.’’ African Diamonds are a Rebel’s 
Best Friend, Reuters, 6/8/00. 

‘‘DeBeers is stepping up its attempts to 
make such Robin Cook and others do not 
stigmatize diamonds as ‘the new fur’ through 
constantly associated them with wars in Af-
rica. Diamonds are commonplace in some 
parts of the [African] Continent and their 
high value is dependent on a pure image and 
DeBeers’ restricting supply. The company 
has always had a huge marketing arm and 
‘diamonds are forever,’ coined in 1947, is one 
of the most successful advertising slogans of 
all time.’’ African Images Could Hurt Diamond 
Trade, Daily Telegraph, 6/12/00

‘‘The [United Nations’] main objective is to 
take the diamond fields in the east, which fi-
nance the rebels’ war chest . . . From the di-
amond fields, the threats of the conflict lead 
over the border. The RUF smuggles dia-
monds into neighboring Liberia, where Presi-
dent Charles Taylor (who helped launch the 
RUF) is, according to the British, swapping 
them for weapons and ammunition.’’ Sierra 
Leone: Staying On, The Economist, 6/17/00

‘‘Many rebel leaders inciting civil conflict 
are really more interested in lucrative com-
modities such as diamonds, drugs, timber 
and coffee than in the political grievances 
they espouse, the World Bank says in a re-
port release last week...When the main griev-
ances—inequality political repression, and 
ethnic and religious divisions—are measured 
objectively, Report Links Conflicts with Com-
modities, UN Wire, 6/22/00. 

‘‘In Sierra Leone, the Revolutionary 
United Front, a rebel outfit seeking to con-
quer diamond fields in the eastern part of 
their country, routinely chops off the limbs 
of citizens to force evacuations of the coun-
tryside surrounding the mines. The rebels 
barter diamonds for weapons and fund their 
movement with illicit diamond trade. . . . 
While the vast majority of diamonds come 
from conflict-free zones in Africa and are 
traded legitimately, enough diamonds are 
mined in conflict zones to create a reason-
able doubt about any stone’s origin.’’ Rights 
Groups Take the Stick to Carat of Conflict Dia-
monds, Congressional Quarterly Daily Monitor, 
6/26/00. 

‘‘. . . public perception of diamonds has 
been marred by the gems’ links to such 
armed conflicts as the one in Sierra Leone, 
reports the Karachi Dawn. ‘Suddenly, in-
stead of being glamorous and eternal, the 
precious stones are shooting to the top of the 
political hate list,’ wrote Doug Alexander. 
‘Their sparkle has faded in a matter of 
weeks.’ ’’ Diamonds Becoming Unpopular Due 
to Ties to Conflict, UN Wire, 6/29/00. 

‘‘ ‘We have always maintained that the 
conflict in Sierra Leone is not about ide-
ology, tribal or regional difference,’ [Sierra 
Leone’s Ambassador] Kamara added. ‘‘It has 
nothing to do with the so-called problem of 
marginalized youths or . . . an uprising by 
rural poor against the urban elite. The root 
of the conflict is and remains diamonds, dia-
monds and diamonds.’ ’’ New York Times, 7/6/
00. 

‘‘Two weeks ago the World Bank reported 
that the struggle for diamonds and other 
commodities had overtaken politics as the 
biggest cause of civil war globally. The 
deaths of countless Africans are now inex-
tricably linked to the glittering object that 
has symbolized the promise of a lasting mar-
riage.’’ In Search of Hot Rocks, Newsweek, 7/10/
00. 

‘‘By far the most potent symbol of the suf-
fering ‘conflict diamonds’ can inflict are the 
amputees of Sierra Leone. [Foday] Sankoh’s 
rebels cut the hands off defenseless civilians 
in order to sow terror and clear people out of 
diamond-rich areas. Later, long after a peace 
agreement had been signed, Sankoh’s forces 
attacked U.N. peacekeepers just as they were 
preparing to move into rebel-held diamond 
zones. That audacious assault clearly dem-
onstrated just how important diamonds had 
become to the RUF.’’ In Search of Hot Rocks, 
Newsweek, 7/10/00. 

‘‘Rather quickly, the world is waking up to 
the role of diamonds in fueling Africa’s civil 
wars.’’ Africa’s Death Stones, 7/15/00. 

‘‘Diamonds have long conjured the most 
romantic notions. . . . In parts of conflict-
ridden Africa, however, diamonds inspire lit-
tle sentimentality. African warlords have 
taken control of some of the most valuable 
diamond mines on the continent, using the 
proceeds to buy guns and machetes. Their in-
volvement in the international diamond 
trade has given birth to a new gemstone: the 
blood diamond.’’ A Rebel’s Best Friend, Wash-
ington Times, 7/23/00. 

‘‘Consumers have begun to ask where their 
diamonds come from, prodding the industry 
to start certifying that it does not finance 
civil wars, merchants said. . . . The diamond 
merchants say they are working under pres-
sure from their customers.’’ Diamond Indus-
try Makes Proposals, Washington Post, 9/7/00. 

‘‘Buyers would be appalled to learn that 
money paid for diamond rings and bracelets 
may ultimately support politico-criminal 
bands which exploit child-soldiers and sur-
vive by atrocities and terror. The business 
would be ruined overnight if the barbarous 
crimes committed in Sierra Leone—and 
wholesale atrocities against civilians in the 
struggles over control of diamonds and min-
erals in the Congo, Angola and elsewhere—
became associated by the Western public 
with luxury jewels.’’ How Pressure on the Dia-
mond Trade Can do Good for Africa, Inter-
national Herald Tribune, 8/25/00. 

‘‘The diamond trade is hard to control 
since the stones are so easily concealed and 
transported. . . . On the other hand, nearly 
all traded jewel diamonds pass by way of 
four countries: South Africa . . . Belgium 
and Israel, . . . and the United States. All 
are serious countries that can suppress much 
of the illicit trade, if they want.’’ How Pres-
sure on the Diamond Trade Can do Good for Af-
rica, International Herald Tribune, 8/25/00. 

‘‘DeBeers was rocked by disclosures that in 
1992 the company bought $14 million worth of 
diamonds from Angolan rebels and has since 
scrambled to burnish its public image . . .
[its] strategy may prove a spectacularly 
profitable act of reinvention.’’ A Gem of a 
New Strategy, Time, 9/25/00. 

‘‘Nine years of civil war . . . has dev-
astated the civilian population of Sierra 
Leone. The conflict has killed over 75,000 
people, displaced one-half of the country’s 4.5 
million people, and resulted in egregious 
human rights violations. . . . The RUF, 
however, has continued to finance its mili-
tary operations through the illegal sale of 
diamonds.’’ Sierra Leone: Diamonds for Arms, 
Human Rights Brief, Spring 2000. 

‘‘The photographs of sad-eyed babies whose 
hands were hacked off by a vicious rebel 
force have shocked the world’s conscience. 
So too have reports that the wealth and 
weaponry of Sierra Leone’s insurgents come 
from their control of their country’s dia-
mond fields. The horrifying juxtaposition of 
severed limbs with twinkling gems has even 
riveted the attention of the diamond indus-

try. U.S. consumers have a particular reason 
to deplore the link between diamond pur-
chases and the funding of the psychotic rebel 
forces in West Africa. Americans reportedly 
account for 65 percent of the world’s dia-
mond jewelry sales. But at present there is 
no way for those buying this symbol of love 
to make an ethical choice.’’ Deadly Dia-
monds: Gems Sold in the United States Pay for 
Atrocities in West Africa, Legal Times, 9/11/00.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. RUBÉN HINOJOSA 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, October 4, 2000

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I 
was unavoidably detained and missed rollcall 
vote No. 509, making further continuing appro-
priations for the fiscal year 2001. Had I been 
present I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’
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IN HONOR OF THE 25TH WEDDING 
ANNIVERSARY OF DON AND 
CATHIE HUNSBERGER 

HON. CHRISTOPHER COX 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, October 4, 2000

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, there are few occa-
sions more joyous and historic in a family’s life 
than a 25th wedding anniversary. On October 
11, 1975, Don and Cathie Hunsberger were 
married. Today, a quarter-century later, their 
bonds of matrimony are stronger than ever. 

As each of us in Congress knows, leader-
ship in all walks of life means, more than any-
thing else, setting an example. The 
Hunsbergers’ commitment to each other, to 
their families, and to their communities is just 
such an example and inspiration to us all. 

They began their partnership as college 
sweethearts at DePauw University in 
Greencastle, Indiana. Cathie was studying to 
become a teacher. Don was preparing for law 
school. Even then, Cathie was convinced that 
the education of our children was the key to 
our future, and Don was committee to improv-
ing the way of our laws and our government 
serve the people. Their sense of caring and 
responsibility made a lasting impression on all 
of their many friends, most particularly 
Cathie’s adopted ‘‘sister’’ and roommate, my 
wife, Rebecca. Cathie and Don were soon 
married, and shortly made their way to Orange 
County, California. 

As a renowed educator, Cathie has made a 
positive difference to hundreds of our children 
in Orange County. Don’s leadership in the law 
and his community service have improved the 
lives of families throughout Southern Cali-
fornia. 

Twenty-five years of marriage have pro-
duced four children. As parents, Don and 
Cathie have passed along their values and 
their sense of honor, duty, and patriotism to 
Lauren, Ashley, Alec, and Evan. As a result, 
Orange County and our Nation will long profit 
from their example. 

Along with the rest of their family and 
friends, the Hunsbergers will be celebrating 
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